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PER CURI AM

Cl ayton Billups seeks review of the Benefits Review Board’s
deci sion and order affirmng the adm nistrative | aw judge’ s deni al
of black lung benefits pursuant to 30 U S.C. A 88 901-945 (West
1986 & Supp. 1999). CQur review of the record discloses that the
Board’ s decision is based upon substantial evidence and is w thout
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the rea-

soning of the Board.” See Billups v. Southern Appal achian Coal

Co., BRB 99-0415-BLA & 99-0415-BLA-A (B.R B. Jan. 14, 2000). We
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

*

W have considered the inpact of our recent decision in
Island Creek Coal Co. v. Conpton, 211 F.3d 203 (4th G r. 2000), and
find it does not alter the outcone of this case.




